OUR DEMAND TO BE ALLOWED TO PROVIDE FOR OUR SONS' WELL BEING 




A Letter Of Protest Written To CASEY & Affiliated Agencies 



Thursday, May 5*, also May 6* and 13* 2011 



To CASEY & Affiliated Agencies, 

We, Cibeles Jolivette Gonzalez and Wenceslao Gonzalez Jr. are writing this letter to 
express our grave displeasure at irrational measures taken with regard to our sons which 
reflect no valid goals, and which serve to benefit only questionable agendas of which can be 
said in all certitude are not in any way linked to our sons' genuine well being. 

When biased pride and arrogance take precedence among those who excessively boast 
of procuring children's welfare, over the health and well being of victimized children, 
ill used rhetoric shows the dysfunction of insincere speech directed towards ignoble goals, 
while the innocent who lack that which is vital for basic health and sustenance continue to 
decline under the oppression of unjustified want. 

Tyranny is never adequately conveyed in its full ugliness through the relatively mild 
medium of paper, no matter how highly descriptive the words which seek to expose it. 
The bitter experiences and insufferable pains always bred of tyrannical acts mirror but the 
attempts of some to unreasonably exalt themselves through lofty aims steeped in selfishness 
at the expense of the rights and dignity of others. 

Policies can be either friend or foe of reason, but regardless of which position they 
espouse in relation to reason, they are always created to serve the interest of a group. 
Reasonable policies usually signify the promotion of aims which benefit the majority in 
a fair manner, whereas irrational policies are created in order to give the unjustifiable a 
legal facade, while in reality seeking the usually narrow-minded aims of an egocentric 
minority. 



Policies (if genuinely existential) usually acquire more legitimacy by stating their existence 
at the beginning of a situation which might require its presence to eventually become 
known. 

Policies are not supposed to spontaneously appear in an abrupt manner, and without valid 
reason, when situations arise which pose unforeseen inconveniences for the aims of an 
exclusive minority. 

Having expressed these truths in a fashion which renders them understandable to all those 
who make a sufficient effort to see reason, it is our sincere desire that it will further enable 
our legitimate complaints to be all the more readily understood, and thus recognized for 
their validity. 

We have on a fairly consistent basis expressed our displeasure at the poor quality 
of care which our sons are evidently receiving at the uncaring hands of the very person 
who has caused their separation from us, and who still aspires to make us divorce, thus 
ensuring a broken home for our unfortunate sons. 

Nevertheless we will not focus too intensely on Ana's intentions in this letter, except 
when they pertain to the complaints being mentioned here. Our complaints with regard to 
the boys' overall care actually precede the unnecessary involvement of your agency 
(CASEY) in this whole disastrous affair which vainly aspires to the appearance of a 
legitimate case. 

However, as the visits have been taking place in your facility since July of 2010, 
it is inevitable, and indeed only expected that you should be the principal receptor of any 
complaints pertaining to the state in which we find the boys during our visits there. 
Since we have been constantly complaining about our sons' state, and desire them to have 
access to certain healthful items which we know that Ana will not provide willingly nor 
gladly, we of course, out of the initiative to exert our long suppressed parental obligations. 



which we gladly take up with satisfaction and joy, had commenced to purchase several 
items which we knew would undoubtedly lead to the improvement of their state. 
Items such as all natural plant-based multivitamins with an abundance of probiotics, 
organic food products for their daycare and pre-school meals, non-toxic organic hygiene 
products for their sensitive baby skin, and sets of nice looking clothing which also 
happened to be more in tune with our more conservative tastes in fashion. 




We began to actively contribute towards their sustenance on February 17* 2011. 
The idea to purchase for them some obviously much needed clothing ( their wardrobe 
on most of the visits left much to be desired for), and healthy food and supplements was 
an old one. What impeded us from doing so earlier was our lack of resources at that earlier 
time to document methodically what would be given, and our certainty that if such careful 
documentation was not observed. Ana could easily rid herself (out of spite) of the items 
bought, without us having graphic proof of what had been purchased for the boys. 

After seeing the poor state of the boys during the first three visits of 2011, we decided to 
put our old idea into effect, and so start purchasing things for them to take to Ana's house 
( since we had just purchased a camera then). 

To prevent potential misunderstandings we will state that prior to purchasing things for 
the boys to take with them to Ana's house, we have always purchased organic food for 
them to consume during the visits, and have purchased many toys for them which we take 
to the visits and always bring back home with us. 

The fact that we only purchased practical things for our sons to take with them to Ana's 
house (clothes, vitamins, and food) shows that our primary concern was to improve their 
overall state of health. 

We have discussed the obvious irrationality of this spontaneous "policy" with the 
social worker who supervises the visits, Mr. Ehrhardt. The fact is that the director of 
CASEY had seen us on previous occasions with organic food, clothes, supplements, and 
organic hygiene products for the boys to take with them to Ana's house. 
During those occasions, the CASEY director had asked us what we had in our bags, and 
we have told him. Never, prior to the March 31** visit, were we ever told that a policy 
existed which impeded us from buying some much needed items for our sons. 

On April 14*, Mr. Ehrhardt refused to take anything that was purchased for our sons 



to Ana's house. On the Tuesday May 3'^'' visit, he only took from the same items which had 
been originally purchased for the April 14* visit, the sets of clothing and the vitamins, but 
shunned on the behalf of our needy sons ( who cannot speak up for their own interests) the 
organic food which was bought with the intention that they be taken to the boys' daycare. 

It was also on the April 14* visit that Mr. Ehrhardt told us that if we wished, we 
could call Ana instead, and arrange to leave the things with her personally. This only 
serves to reinforce in the eyes of those capable of thoroughly analyzing this situation, 
the untold reality that Ana (though CASEY' s authority) is exploiting our desire to provide 
them with things which are beneficial for their well being, in order to put forward 
unacceptable conditions (considering all the evil that she has done to us), and knowing that 
in either case we will end up being victimized, for if we initiate contact with her, she will 
seek to use the opportunity to cause further strife within our marriage (and there is always 
a certain possibility that the items will be discarded as well), and if we do not initiate direct 
contact with her there is zero possibility that the boys will benefit from these healthful 
items, because nothing is being taken to where they live. 

The fact that on the May 3"^^ visit Mr. Ehrhardt accepted the supplements and yet our sons 
were sick and in poor shape a week later, on the May 12* visit, only confirms the very real 
possibility that Ana might not be giving them the supplements, and indeed does not desire 
our sons to have anything which is for their genuine well being. 

Ana may have a devoted PR entourage who do marvels at whitewashing her 
actions for the public eye, and indeed on further analysis, it is remarkable to ponder 
on all that she has (up to now) gotten away with, while successfully maintaining an 
appealing external appearance which easily dazzles the gullible. Nevertheless our sons' 
state on most of the visits only serves to intensify the opposing yet more realistic view 
that our sons are not in good hands. 



THE CHRONIC STATE OF NEGLECT OF OUR SONS 

( As Documented On Our Visits With Them : This Is Not A Hoax, Despite What Ana's PR Team Might Say) 

Both of our sons are skeletal, and Galileo has come to several visits with dry and knotty, badly combed, or badly cut hair, as 
well as with clothing which has strange mocking messages. 





The above photos are from the January 6"' 2011 visit. GaUleo had extremely dried knotty hair. 
Both boys (even Galileo who used to be fat) are skeletal and sick on almost every visit. 

On the January 20"" visit shown below both boys had VERY old and ugly clothing. 

GaUleo even had pink Unes on his shirt sleeves, and indeed according to the most recent slanderous and fraudulent papers 
given to us by DCYF on May 12th (very unprofessional), and certain things observed on our visits , it seems that Ana 
is teaching our sons (especially the youngest) feminine behaviors intentionally! 




Rctreation / Leiinre 



The foster family has some Respite Care which gives Galileo some time alone with his brothef, and some 
outside p! ay time too. 

Updatf 4/12/1 1 ; Foster mother still gets sendees from Respite Care (once a week for four hours) which is 

provided by Casey Family Services, Foster mother stated that the Respite Care service helps her to have 
some time for hei^lf and her own family, TTirough Respiie she is able to decrease her stress since $hc has a 
lot of fesponsihiHties going on at the same time, CIEert likes to be read lo, pick books, look through books 
and say the naine of objects. Client adso enjoys dressing up like a girl such as a princess, Foster moiher 
keeps client occupied by going to parties, going to the play ground, going to her kids" soccer games, and 
attending fun activities that they do as a family. Client likes to play with his brother and the other children at 
boiTtc, He likes to go to bed at 7:30 PM. 



We do not know if it is their CASEY worker Mr. Ehrhardt who provides this "respite care", but these papers certainly 
read like a mediocre PR fix, indirectly mocking us, while making highly inaccurate statements and misleading positive 
insinuations of Ana Dickenson that are totally false. Furthermore, it is our beUef that the main goal of these papers is to 
refute in a false manner truthful allegations made in our most recent report (we do not believe that the April dates shown are 
genuine) with regard to our sons being in an intellectually dead environment that is devoid of healthy stimulus. 




Ana, as part of her vendetta, is teaching unhealthy and unnatural behaviors to my little boys (ages six and 
four). Wencito came with his cheeks super red, as if he had blush, to the visit ( and on other visits as well). 
Ana knows that we wish our sons to grow up to be G-D fearing, Torah observant, and studious men. 
So she intentionally does things to our sons which she knows that their mother in particular will dislike, 
in order to inflict suffering on her, and in this way somewhat satiate her need for venting her irrational yet 
camouflaged hatred. We mention this because it serves to increase the urgency which we feel to provide 
the boys with items necessary for maintaining an acceptable degree of health and basic well being. 




On the March 3'^ visit shown above, Galileo had a hideous haircut and a shirt which said "Spaced Out" 
mocking his appearance! That day Wencito was acting strange as if he were high on something, had a 
fever, and had a dry lumpy burnt-like skin area on his back with a strange scratch mark ( their father is a 
witness as well) ( look below). 





On the March 31st visit (two days before Galileo's birthday) we brought a birthday cake for Galileo. 
On the March 31st visit Galileo was wearing the same shirt that he would wear on the following visit of 
April 14th (notice that his father has different shirts whereas Galileo has the same shirt). 




March 31st Visit 



April 14th Visit 



Surely this must be intentional as we have bought nice clothing for our sons prior to our initiative in providing 
for them being banned, Ana receives money for them, and she has a higher income than we do. 
The children are being intentionally neglected because Ana is taking out her irrational hatred and anger on them, 
and is also doing this to make us suffer and to cause friction within our marriage. 

Below, Galileo, who is obviously not properly cared for, and who was wearing the same clothing on the April 14"' 
visit, is seen looking at a nice looking new shirt and pant suit which had been bought for him, and which he was 

not able to take to his foster home on that visit ( Mr. Ehrhardt did 
suddenly accept that same clothing set on the May 3rd visit). 
Surely other motives and goals, that are totally unrelated to our 
sons' welfare, are receiving priority from those who have stolen 
from us the rightful power to decide for our own sons, while they 
exercise that very stolen power to our sons' detriment. 
Every time that complaints are made during our visits about the boys' 
poor state, we are met either with indifference, smiles on the part of Mr. Ehrhardt which do not seem to impart 
much good will, or petty excuses which reek of improbability. The psychological manipulation of this situation is 
so great, that our legitimate complaints about very REAL situations are twisted to make us seem as if we have 
problems for complaining about a situation that any normal parent would be complaining about. 





Anyone who dares to complain about Ana's 
"care" of our sons is automatically deemed 

as vindictive, malicious, or troubled, despite 
the evident signs of neglect and conditioning 

which are visible. On the May 12"* visit 
Galileo had a bruised swollen eye which was 
said to be an "accident", both boys were sick 
and poorly dressed with dirty hands. 




Wencito in particular had dirty clothing which was extremely old 
and ugly (photos above), and Galileo came to the visits with black 

i finger nails (shown to the right) 

I which shows that even basic 

1 hand washing is overlooked with 

I our sons. Galileo also had a 

i scratch/cut mark and several 

E small pimples on his left cheek. 










"l\ . 



i Galileo (who greatly resembles his mother) in particular, seems prone 

i to having many "accidents" on a fairly consistent basis. 

^ (Below: Another excerpt from the fraudulent Ana influenced papers given to us on the May 12"" visit. We never had a real trial 

1 in two years, nor were we ever allowed to present any evidence. In short, the fake trials are a sham, and we have had ZERO due 

1 process. The foster mother is Ana Dickenson, who wields great influence behind closed doors.) 

P L'pditte 4/12/11: Galileo is a four year old boy. He resides wiih his foster mother, her husband and children 

as well as Galileo's older brother Wenceslao. According to his footer mother in May 20J \ there is a court 

=^ order to determine parental rights, Fo&ier motlier stated thai there is a possibility thai parental ri&hts will be 

= laken away from biological parents due to them not following through with what the judge had requested, 

= Foster mother slated that there is a possibility that cLieut and his brother will be put up for adoption if the 

W parent rights are taken away from bioloj^ical parents. Client eonlinucs to see his biological parents every 

m other Thursday with a super\'isor. Bob Earhardt through Casey Family Services. Foster mother stated that 

p after client visits widi his parents he is happy and does not exhibit negative behaviors after iheir visit. 



We mention this sad reality because it has contributed abundantly to the overwhelming 
necessity of having to provide for those needs of our sons' which are obviously not being 
met, despite the propagandistic rhetoric devoid of actual beneficial results. 
The reality is (and it is one that we do not relish) that if we do not purchase high quality 
organic food products for our sons, no one else will. 

If we do not purchase high quality supplements for our sons, no one else will. 
The passage of time, since their unfortunate placement with Ana, has more than aptly 
proven the veracity of this much ignored and ridiculed statement. 
Bearing this in mind, the question which should then be asked is the following: 
If Ana is so evidently reluctant to buy things for our sons which nobody can deny (and so 
all must agree) will only serve to improve and promote our sons' well being and overall 
health, then why deny us the satisfaction of doing something which will contribute to 
the attainment of that genuine improvement in their state, and which others do not make 
the slightest effort to procure? 

We have spoken previously in this letter of how policies must have a rational basis for 
being, also they must likewise have a precedent which serves as a model for their 
establishment. Therefore, if such a policy with regard to bringing food products, vitamins, 
and clothing to the child's foster home really existed, and was not fabricated at the spur of 
the moment, two rational conclusions must be then deduced: 

1) That a lot of biological parents must have brought food, supplements, and clothing for 
their children to take with them to their foster homes, thus serving as the basis for the 

formation of a policy banning such initiatives. 

2) The policy should have been stated from the beginning when we started to purchase 
these items for our sons. 



Mr. Ehrhardt claimed on the March 31*' visit not to have known of this policy 
(it was on this occasion that he first mentioned this "prohibition") on the previous 
occasions when he had taken items for the boys to Ana's house. 
We find it difficult to beheve that a social worker employed by an agency would not have 
an adequate knowledge of that agency's policies (unless perhaps if he were a new 
employee), especially when one considers that pohcies are the result of attempting to 
regulate situations which have previously abounded. 

What serves to further erode the credibility of this said "policy" is the fact that ( as 
we have previously stated) the director of CASEY saw us in the past with these products 
and made then no mention of this "policy". 

Even when we spoke to him about this "policy" he did not give us a definitive answer, but 
instead told us that he would see if there is a pohcy which prevents us from purchasing 
things for our sons to take with them to Ana's house. Afterward, on the April 14"" visit, the 
new items which we had purchased for that visit were cruelly rejected. 

There is no rational basis for this "policy", and it sadly seems that its only basis is 
the irrational need to exercise unjustified authority for egocentric purposes. 
We ask that your agencies reconsider this biased, illogical, and highly detrimental 
spontaneous "policy". 

Our sons should not be exposed to further detriment and unnecessary want in order to 
further inflate the egos of others. We still dare to expect that some effort be made towards 
actual reasoning so that our sons not be further jeopardized, as our sons really need these 
products, and the products are not costing any of your agencies a cent. 

Sincerely, 



